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INTRODUCTION

This rep6rt presents and analyzes data gathered as one part of a

multi-phase, multi-methodcomprehensive study of several aspects of the

House Plan.

At the beginning of February, 1976, a survey was taken of all students

new to Cypress this semester. New students at Cypress who are registered

for 6 units o more are required to enroll in either Guidance"40 (Intrbiluc-

tion to College) or an alternate course for which they can receive Guidance

40 credit, such as Guidance 48 (Women and Careers). Both Day and Extended

..Day classes were surveyed with a total N=586.

A questionnaire designed specifically to elicit infolutation on

(1)-students' general knowledge of House facts, such as the name of their

House and the name of their House Advisor and, (2) students' general involve-

ment in campus life, was administered in either the first or second class

meeting of the Guidance 40 (br alternate) classe n some but not all of

these classes, a follow-up survey was done at the last meeting of the

classes; Research Report #2 will present these comparative data.

14 summary, this report in concerned with characteristics of new students

as they were in their first or second week of college life.

w



THE CONCERT OF THE HOUSE

Bigness in education has the,advantages of efficiency and

economy, but also its disadvanpages -- the 'greatest of which is

the tendency of the student to'become indistinguishable and

ost."' Breaking up the bigness into more educativ4e, manageable

1

and ciologically acceptable groups is the essence of the House

t

Archite tural response:

A, Each Holise, serving from 400 to 1000 students, will
be ocated at a, pedestrian hode.

ech House has its on conveniently lOkted parking areas.

The House is a place where (1) stuOnt meets student;
(2) professor meet professor, ati& even more important;
(3) at t meets professor in an informal,' relaxed
atmosp

D. Spaces within the House gonist,of student-faculty
lounge, seminars, snack bar-kitcWen; library, carrels,
'student Officers' office, offices for faculty'
associates and counselors,,terraces, .

4
The House permits more personalized student services.E.

sz)

4

.o"

1
o



-STATISTICAL SUMMARY

I. Reported House Membership

.7t

1. Dv classes (N=458)

. Einstein: 58 (12.66% of 458)
Bernstein: 45 ( 9.82% of 458)
Muir-Twain,: 78 (17.03% of 458)

. -Carnegie: 107 (23.36% of 458)
Edison : 80 (17.47% of 458)

>.,Schweitzer 29 ( 6.33% .of 458)
Thorpe: 13 .( 2.84% of 458)
Don't know 45 ( 9.83% of 458)
Other Answer. 3 ( 0.66%- of 458)

458 100.00%

2. Night classes (N=128)

Einsteti" 12 (' 9.37% of 128)
Bernstein " 1 ( 0.78% of 128)
Muir-Twain 19 (14.84% of 128)
Carnegie. 22 (17.19% of-128)
Edison: 12 1 9.38% of 128)
Schweitzer: 5 ( 3.91% of 128)
Thorpe:' 2 ("1.56% of 128)
Don't know 45 (35.16% of 128)
Otrrer Answer 10 ( 7.81% of 128)

1 -2-8. 100.00%

3, All'ClAdge (N=586)

Einstein: 70 (11.95% of 586)

Bernptein: '46 ( 7.85% of 586)
Muif-T4ain: 97 (16.55% of 586)
Carnegie: 129 ( S22.01% of 586)1

Edison: 92 (15.70% of 586)
Schweitzer: 34 ( 5.80% of 586)
Thorpe: 15 ( 2.56% of 586)
DoR't know 90 (15.36% of 586)

Other Answer 13 ( 2722* 01.586)
586- 100.00%

lor

1.
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II. Reported counselors, Day classes only

Beamer 48 (10.48% of 458)

2.
4L

(N=458)

Beamer/Tyrrell 12 ( 2.62% of 458)
Bilyeu 30 ( 6.55% of 458)
Chew 19 ( 4.14% of 458)
McDermott 42 ( 9.17% of 458)
Melom 36- ( 7.86% of 458)
Nordee 30 ( 6.55% of 458)
Page 37 ( 8.08% Of 458)
Parmenter 24 ( 5.24% of 458)
Rossier 27 ( 5.90% of 458) -

Spaulding 32 ( 6.99% of 458) A

Tyrrell 39 ( 8.52% of 458)
wooding3on "18- ( 3.93% of 458) .

No,---
DOn't knOw 52 (11.35% of 458)
Other Answer 12 ( 2.62% of 458)

100.00%

III. Students' knowledge of House Advisors, by House. Day classes only.
(N=458)

Einstein
Correct answer, 3 ( 5.17% of reported House'membership),,,
Incorrect answer 55 (94.83% of reported House membership)

TE 100,.00%

Bernstein

Correct answer
Incorrect answer

20 (44.44% of reported_ House membership)
25 (55.56% of reported House membership)

r
.Muir -Twain

Correct answer 1 ( 1.30% of reported House membership)
'Incorrect answer 77 (98.70%fef reported House membership)

77 100.'00%

Carnegie

60
47.

Correct answer
Incorrect answer

_107

Edison
Correct answer 0

Incorrect answer 80

(56.07% of reported House membership)
(43.93% of reported House membership)
100.90%

( 0.00% ..otf reported House membership)
(100.00%lbf veported House membership)
100.00%

1



Schweitzer
CoiTect answer
Incorrect answer

3.

1 ( 3.45% of reported House membership)
28 ( 96.55% of reported House membership)
T f: 100.00%.

Thorpe

Correct answer 0 ( 0.00% of reported HOve membership)
Incorrect answer 13 (100.00% Of reported House membership)

13 100.00f

IV. Students' knowledge of House Presidents, by House. Day "classes only.
(N=458)

Einstein

.Correct answer
Incorrect answer

Bernstein

Correct answer
Incorrect answer

11 (18.97% of reported House membership)
4' (81.13% of reported House membership)
58 100.00%

5 (12.11% of reported House membership)
4:: (88.89% of reported House membership)

100.00%

Muir-Wain
0

787
Correct answer
Incorrect answer

Carnegie
Correct answer 59
Incorrect answer 48

107

Edison
. Correct answer 0

Incorrect answer 80

80

Schweitzer
Correct answer
Incorrect answer

(0.00% of reported House membel2ship)
("1-00.0C% of reported House membership)
100.00%

(55.14% of reported House membership)
(44.86% of reported House membership)
100.00 i

L,0.00% of reported House membership)
(100.00% of reported House membership) .

0 ( 0.00% of reported House membership)
29 (100.00% :of reported House membership)
27

Thorpe

At the time thV survey was taken,Thorpe House had not yet
elected House officers.

1



V. Reported number of hours per week worked.

1. ,Day classes (N=458)

0-5 hours per week
.6-10 hours per week
11-15 hours per week
16-20 hours per week
21-25 hours per week
26-30 hours per week
31-35 hours per week
36-40 hours per week
41-45 hours per week
46-50 hours per week
51-55 hours per Oeek
56+ hours per week
Housewife
Houio per week vary

2. Night classes (N=128)

0-5 hours per week
6-10 hours per week

11-15 hours per week
16-20.hours per week
21-25 hours per week
26-30-hours per week
31-35 hours per week
36-40 hours per week
1-:457-hours per week

46-50 hours per week
51-55 hours per week
56+ hours per week
Housewife
Hours per week vary

204

10

19

65

(44.54% of458)
( 2.18% of 458)

( 4.15% of 458)
(14.19% of 458)

40 ( 8.73% of 458)
33 ( 7.20% of 458)
17 ( 3.71% of 458)
44 ( 9.61% of 458) S
3 ( 0.66% of 458)

9 ( 1.97% of 458)
.0 ( 0.00% of 458)
3 ( 0.66% of 458)
6 ( 1.31% of 458)

- 5

ETE
( 1.09% of 458)
100.00%

31 ) (24.22% of 128),

5 ( 3.91% of 128)

1, ( Q.78% of 128)
2 ( 1.56% of 128)
5 ( 3.91% of 128)

11 ( 8.59% of 128)
2 ( 1.56% of 128)

56 (43.75% of 128)
14 ( 3.12% of 128)

5 ( 3.91% of 128)
1 ' ( 0.78% of 128)
5 ( 3.91% of 128)
0 ( 0.00% of 128)
0 ( 0.00% of 128)

1-28- 100.00%

3. All classes (N=586) v

0-5 hours per week ,221:, (40.10% of 586).
6-10 hours per week 7115 ( 2.56% of 586)
11-15 hours per week 20 ( 3.41% of 586)
16-20 hours per week 67
21-25'hours per week 45

26-30 hours per week 44

31-35 hours per week 19
36-40 hours per week 100
41-45 hours per week
46,-50 houi-s per week 14

A 51-55 hours per week 1

56+ hours per week 8

Housewife 6

Hours per week vary. .5
giT 100.00%

1 C

(11.43% of 586)
( 7.68% of 586)
( 7.51% of 586)

( 3.24% of 586)
(17.06% of 586)
( 1.20% (111586)

( 2.40% of 586)
---( 0.17% of 586)

( 1.37% of 586)
( 1.02% of 586)

( 0.85% of 586)

4.



VI. RepfTtid nu4ber of hours in<class'or labs per week.

1. .Dayi classes 4N=458)

hours. per week
4- hours per week
7- hours ger week

10- 2 hours ger'week.
13- 5 hours per' Week
16- hours per week
19- hours per week'
22+1 hours per week
-No answer

Excessive total hours
reported*

a

2. Night - classes ( -128)

1-3 hours per week
4-6 hours per week
7-9 hours per week

10-12 hours per week
13-15 hours per week
16-18 hours per week
19-21 hours per week
12+ hours per week
No answer
Excessive total hours
reported*

See page

5

29

30
70 (15.28% of 458)
90 (19.66% of 458)
89 (19.43% of 458)
74 (16.16% of 458)
37 ( 8.08% of'458)
10 ( 2.18% of 458)

24 ( 5.24% of 458)

EP 100.00%

5.

( 1.09% of 458)
( 6.33% of 458)
( 6.55% of 458)

( 1.12% of 128)
10 ( 7.83% of 128)
27 (21.09% of 128)
43 (33.59% of 128)
27 (21.09% of 128)
8 ( 6.25% of.128)

.5 ( 3.91% of 128)
3 ( 2.34% of 128)

0 ( 0.00% of 128)

1 ( 0.78% of 128)
1.27 100.00%

119 of this report for 'explanation.

3. All' classes (N=586)

1-3 hours per week
4-6 hours per week
7-9 hours per week

10-12 hours per week
13-15 hours per week
16-18 hours per week
19-21 hours per week
22+ hours per week
No answer
Excessive total ho

reported*

.9

39

57

113 --

117

97

79

( 1.54%
( 6.65%

( 9.73%
(19,28%
(19.9

.55%
(13.48%
( 6.83%

10 ( 1.71%

25

586

( 4.27%

100.00%

of 586)

of 586)
of 586)
of 5864--
f 586) .

of 586)
of 586)
of 586)
of 586)

-of 586)



VII. Reported number of hours on campus aside from class or lah hours,

1. Day classes (N=458)-4

0-1.9 hours per week 187 (40.83% of 458)
2-3.9 hours per week , 102 (22.27% of 458)
4-5.9 hours per week 57 (12.44% of 458)
6-7.9 hours per week 36 ( 7.86% of 458)
8-9.9 hours per week 19 ( 4.15% of 458),'

10-11.9 houre,per week 7 ( 1.53% of 454)
12-13.9 hours per week 2 ( 0.44% of 458)
14-15.9 hours per week 1 ( 0.22% of 458)
No claiss hours reported* 10 ( 2.18% of 458)
ExcesAve total hours

reported* 16 ( 3.49% ox 458)
Misread question* 21

757
( 4.59% of 458)
100.00%

-;

2. Night classes (N=128)

0-1.9 hours per week, 86 (67.19% of 128)
2-3.9 hours per week ,23 (17.97% of 128)
4-5.9 hours per week : 8 ( e.25% of 128)
6-7.9 hours per week 2 ( 1.56% of 128)
8-9.9 hours per Week' 1 ( 0.78% of 128)

10-11.9 hours per week 0 ( 0.00% of 128)
, 12-13.9 hours per week 0 i ( 0.00% of 128)lc

14-15.9 hours per week 0 ( 0.00% of 128)
No class hours reported* 0 ( 0.00% of 128)
Excessive total hours

reported* 3 q 2.34% of 128)
Misread question* 5 ( 3.91% of 128)

28 , 100.00%

3; All classes (N=586)

0-1.9 hours per week 273 (46.59% of 586)
2-3.9 hours per week 125 (21.33% of 586)
475.9 hours per week 65 , (11.09% of 586)
6-7.9 hours per week 38 ( 6.49% of 586)
8-9.9 hours per week 20 ( 3.41% of 586)

10-11.9 hours per week Y k 119% of 586) 1

12-13.9 hours per week 2 1 0.35% of 586) 1 ,

14-15.9 hours per week 1
No' class hours reported* 10

( 0.17 of 586)%

( 1.71% of 586)
Excessive total hours ,,

reported* 19 ( 3.24% of 586)
Misread question* - 26 ( 4.44% of 586)

586 106760 T
/1

4 L. F

See page1126 ofAhis report for explanation.



VIII. Students' reports of where they ate lunch over

1. Day classes (N=458)

7.

a one-week period.

On House at least once
Other House at least once

4 Off campus

blaiirt eat lunch*

2.' night classes (N=128)

83'

36

214

125

75-6.

(18.12% of 458)
( 7.86% of 458)

(46.73% of 453)
(27.29% of 458)
100.00%

On campus at least once 11 ( 8.59% of 128)
Off campus ' 68 (49.22% of 128)
Didn't eat lunch* 54 (42:19% of 128)

128 100.00%

3. 'All classes s(N=586)

On campus at least once 130 (22.18% of 586)
Off campus 277 ,(47.27% of 586)
Didn't eat lunch* 179 (30.55% of 586)

3T3-6. 100.00%

IX. Reported participation in extra-curricular activities
one-week period.

over a

1. Day classes (N=458)

418 (91.26% Of 458)
( 6.55% pf 458)

O activitieL_
1 actiVity
2 activities 8 ( 1.75% of 458)
3 activities 2 (.0.44% of 458)

100.00 %`

2. Night classes (N=128)

No activities 126 (98.44% of 128)
1 activity 1 ( 0.78% of 128)
2 activities 1 ( 0.78% of 128)
3 activities 0 ( 0.00% of 128)

126 100.00%

3. Al]. classes (N=586)

No activities 544 (92.83% of 586)___.-
1 activity 31 ( 5.29% of 586)
2 activities 9 ( 1.54% of 586)
3 activities 2

T3-6.

( 0.34% of 586)
100.00%

See page 161of this report for explanation.
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1. House Membership

.
Students 'were asked to name the House to which they were assigned by

the question "The name'-of\the House I belong to is ft The

Statistical Summary on page 1 shows House membership as elicited by this

qyestion. b4igure8 1 -3 display the.data in graph form. Of interest

the fact that in the day classes, 9.83% of.the students either -left the

response space blank, or put a question mark there. In a'few cases,

students wrote in such thipgs as "I forgot." In two cases, students

listed3 or 4 Houses; apparently thy we1e listing all the Houses in which

they have classes. (These were scored as "Don't know."). In the extended

day classes, 35.16% of the students either left the response space blank

or put a question mark there. The difference in the day-class percentage

and the extended day percentage is of coprse to be Nkected by virtue of

the fact that extended day students are not assigned to HouSes. What is

of further interest is that in the extended a.sy. classes, 57.04% of the
. -

students reported that they were assigned to a House, which indicates that

day students take extended day classes. The converse is also true; the

'"Other answers" category for the day classes includes such responses as

"None am a night student.", and 2 such resporAesped up in the

day class population.'

In the extended day classls, a distinction was made between those

students 'who either left the response space blank or put a question park

and those who wrote in something such as "I'm a night student" or

4.--

'The ",other answer" category for the day classes also includes 2
Irrelevant answers which apparently stemmed from the students' mis-
reading of the question.
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"not applicable.", The former..were coded as "Don't know" while the

latter were- coded as "Other 0 This distinction was made because of the)

/possibility that those extended day students who wrote in responset such

as "Night student" or "Not applircabLe" were thereby displaying knowledge

of.the Hou&e Pfan and the realization that as an extended day btuderit,

they were not assigned to a House, while those students who left the

response space blank or put a question mark Possibly may not even be

aware of what the House Plan, is and whether or not thy are a part of it.
-,. -

While this distinction was made, the reader is'hPflaheless cautioned that°

this distirictiQn'is menly a hypothesis.2

Therewas slight indication that in some students', minds, the

concept.of "Ho se" is identified with the concept of "Division"; 32
.4

students in th entire population (N=586) answered the House membership

queetion"with the name of a Division.
. r

With respect to the significance of the fact that 9.83% of the day

students were not able to name the House to which they,hadteeri assigned,

4it shouldAbe noted that a student's ability to name his or her House may

not nedessarily be related to Participation in campus life, and that4a

( student'S inability to name his or her House may not mean that he or

sheb does not participate in oampus life. These will be examined ifi

later sections of this report.

2
This hypothesis will be tested and resnits reported later report.

21
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2. Counselors

Students were asked to name their counselors by the question "The'

name of my counselor is I I

The Statistical-Summary on page 2

shows
the day students' reports of who their counselors are as elicited by

0
this auestion. If students left the response space blank, or if they put a

.17

question mark there, or if they named a person who does not have counselees,

such as Cifelli, then these answers were coded as "Don't know." In the

"Other" category were included such responses as "None.- night student",

"Not applicable,".and 5 students who reported that they were counselees of

Ray Solano.

In the extended day classes, students reported their as

(N=128)follows:

Beamer 5

Bilyeu 3

Chew 3

McDermott 4

Melom 3

Nordee 3

Page 8,f-

Parmenter 6!-

Bossier 1

( 3.91% of 128)
( 2.34% of 128)
( 2.34% of 128)
( 3.12% of 128)
( 2.34% of 128)
( 2.34% of 128)
( 6.25% of 128)
( 14.69% Of 128)

( 0.78% of 128)
Spaulding 2' ( 1.56% of 128)
Tyrrell el.; ( 4.69% of 128)
Woodington 1 ( 0.78% of 128)
Bales 3. '..(.._..2.311%_9:.128)
? or blank 69 (53.91% of 1281 ,.

None or N/A 9 ( 7.03% of 128)
Other 2 ( 1.56% of 128)

Fa. the extended day classes, these reported figures may include both of

the following categories of students: (1) day students who, are taking

Guidance 40 as an extended day class in order to fit into their work

schedule or school schedule (2) extended day-students who are not assigned

a counselor in the same manner as are the day students, but who, through



contact with counselors, perceive those persons as being their counselors and

therefore report them as their counselors. The "None or not applicable"

category should/probably be combined with fhe "Don't know or blank" category,

since both these categories
reflect that thi7st,Udent did not know a,counselor

- ,

by name whom he could list as possibly being his counselor; however, these

categories have been reported separately because of the possibility that

those angering "None or Not applicable" realize that as extended day

students, they are not assigned a counselor, while those responding with

a question mark or a blank response space may not realize that they are not

assigned a conselor. 3

3This distinction is merely a possibility and shouldn't be construed as
,a finding.

tl
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3. House Advisors

40

Stunts were asked to name their House Advisor through the question

"The name of my house Advisor is ." The Statistical Summafy

on pages 2-3 shows the percentages of day students who were able to

correctly name their House Advisors, broken down by House. Although the

Summary shows that Carnegie House had the largest percentage of students

correctly naming the House Advisor, this (and all the other percentages)

should be interpreted with extreme caution, by virtue of the following:

Part of the material covered in Guidance 40 classes concerns House Advisors,

and-since different Guidance 40 classes covered this mailbrial at different

times during the course, the percentages of incorrect responses may merely

reflect that students in particular Guidance 40 classes had not yet learned

that material at the time the survey was taken. For this reason, low
. .

percentages of correct responses should not be construed as Houses' failure

to make contact with students, or as students' lack of.interest in the

House Plan or campus life or whatever; rather the low percentages of

correct responses should at this point be interpreted merely as an indicator

of what had been taught in the Guidance 40 claSses at the time the survey

44iras taken. The follow-up surveys of these new students will give a much

more accurate picture with respect to this question.

For all day classes combined, the perceiltages ofcorrect and incorrect

respqnses are as follows:

CorAct 85 (18.56% of 458)
Incorrect 325 (70.96% of 458)
House unknown 48 (10.48% of 458)7 100.00%
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Figure 4 shows the percentages in graph form. Again, these percentages

should be interpreted with extreme caution for the reasons listed above;

the follow-up survey of theie new students will yield figures which,will

more accurately reflect students' knowledge of House Advisors.

11

a

tv

4;
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4. House Presidents

Students .were asked to name their HouseiPresidents through the
40" :

N,N., .

question""The nape of my House President is
,,

." The

( () kStatistical Summary on page 3 shows)he percentages/of correct and incorrect

responses, broken down by House. As was the case with the House Advisors,

these percentages, silould be interpreted with extreme caution. At the time
%.,

the survey was taken, some Guidance 40 classes had already had the House

IP Presidents come into the class and introduce themselves to the class, but

other Guidance 40 classes did not do that until after the sutvq.was taken!

The percentages, therefore, should again at this point be interpreted as

merely an indicator of which House Presidents had already spoken to certain

classes. Again, the follow-up surveys of these new students will give a

much more accurate picture with respect to this question.

For responses to both the question on /louse Presidents and House ,

Advisors, both first nanes end/or last names were accepted as correcte

i.e., it was-not rear d that students be able to list the Advisor or

President by full name. In. one case, a student responded, "I don't.know--

her name, but I know her when I see
c

her," and this. was coded as Et correct

response.

For all day clas4s ccilsined, the 'perAn ges of correct and incorrect

responses are as follows: .......4

Correct. 75 (16.38% of 458)
Incorrect 322 (70.30% of 458)
House nown '48 (10.48% of 458)
ThorpeHduse4 13

-
( 2.84% of 458)

511-) 100,.00%

. Figure 5 shows this in graph form.

14Thorpe House had not elected officers at the timehe survey was taken.

3
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5. Reported 'Hours Worked per Week

Students were asked to indicate how many hours per wee't they work

by the question "I work hours every week on a job'outside

of school." The Statistical Summary on page 4 shows hours worked per week

as elicited by this question. Figures 6, 7, and 8 show these percentages

' in graph-form. Of interest are the differences between the day classes

and extended day with respect to the shapes df the frequency polygons;

the curve for the day classes (figure 6) is sharply skewed to the left,

while thecurve for the extended day classes (figure 7) has its mode at

35-40 hours pet week. These differences illustrate the differences between

day and extended day students with respect to number of hours per week

worked; .fewer day students work than night students, and they work fewer

hours, whereas the tendency for night students is towork 40 hours per

week, if they do work. This difference may be more dramatically illus-

trated 10 comparing the cumulative percentage' curves for day and extended

day classes in 'igures 9 and 10; note that the'curve for the day classes

starts at 44.54% 44.54% of day students work bAween 0-5 hours

per week) and thereafter rises gradually and more'or less steadily. In

contrast, the cumulative percentage curve for the extended day classes

starts at a much lower,percentage (24.22%) and thereafter rises gradually

- P -

until the 35-40 hours per week category, at which point it rises sharply.

Of further interest with respect to differences between day and
i

extended day students is the fact that when dai:students do work, they are

more likely to work 15-20 hours per week rather than 40 hours per week.

Figure 6 illuitrates this. In contrhst, very few extended day students,

work 15-20 hours per wdekyif they'do work. It is much more likely to be

4.
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40 hours per week. Figure 7 illustrates this. That is, the most

"popular" number of hours per week to work for those day students wha

.

do, work is between 15-20, i.e., half-time, while the great majority of

those extended day students who work work full-gtime.

Figures rand 11 show the percentages of hours worked per week for

all classei in a frequency polygon and as cumulative percentages, res-.

pectiVely. Figure 8 gives a general picture of all new students; fie .

polygon is tri-modal, with the highest mode at 0 hours per week, the

lOwest mode at 15-20 hours per week, and the middle mode at 35-40 hours

per week.

Arithmetic means were alpo taken of number of:hours per week worked:5

Day classes: M=14.523 ..)
. ,

Extended Day classes: M=28.32
All classes-: M=17.527

These figures should probably not be interpreted as the "average" number

of hours per week worked by students because of (1) the skewedness of

the distributions and (2) the extredely large standard deviations. 6 What

can be gleaned from the arithmetic means are the differences between day

and extended day students with respect to number of hours per-week worked.

The difterences which have been pointed out between day and extended

day classes are interesting when examined in the light of the registrar's

figures on age differences between day and extended day students. The

.

5These means were cdtputed from'raw, ungrouped data, not Itom'the\grouped
data as presented in the Statistical Summary.

6Mean standard viations fOr number of hours per week worked as as follows:
Day class s, s=16.52
Extended Day classeb s=15.43
All Classed."'' s=15.64
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Records Office Bulletin, No. 21, dated February 23, 1976; shows that

the4podal age for day students is the category 18-20, with the next highese.

pointin the category 21-24; in contrast, the modal age for the extended

day students is the category 25-34, with the next highest point in the

category 35749.7 The picture which is gradually evolving et is at this

time incomplete) is that there may be significant differences between the

4
day student population and the extended day student populatiop which in

1-
turn may lead to differences in, tor example, involvement in campus

activities and identification with the college. These differences will

be pointed out throughout this report.

Note in the Statistical Summary the category "Housewife." This was

coded separately not because housewives do not in fact work several hours

per week, but because an extensive literature search failed to turn up

any findings on the number of hourd4ipap.04ek put in by housewives.-

Estimates in the iiteratilte ranged from 40 hours

week, but these were stated clearly as being es

week to 99 houratper

results of research. 8
'Housewife" responses were

ther than the

tkierefore coded ' eparately

to avoid the introduCtion of a possible large error.

7Note that the registrar's figures are for all studenih, both continuing
and new students, while this report contains figures only-of StInts
new to Cypress this semester.

8Parenthetiftlly, it is intefesting4to note that there does not appear
to be very much research at this time on housewives in the United States.
Very little is known about how many hours they sbond doing housework or
caring for children, what their dailt toutine consists of, what their
life-style is like during the day, etc. I:e., there exi$a an entire
subculture encompassing a lafge part of the population about which very

.

little isjknown.

0

3Q
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6. Reported, Number of Hours in class or labs per wee':

C

Students were asked to indicate how many hours per week they spend

in classes or labs by the question "I spend about hours a week

at school in classes or labs."$ The 'statistical Summary on page 5 shows

number of hours per week in class or labs as elicited by this question.

It is assumed for purposes. of this report that students, were reporting

the maximum. possible number of hours per week spent in classes or labs
e

rather than the actual, althOugh'since this survey was taken during either

the first or second week of the semester, the maximum possible number of

hours is probably close to or identical with the actual hours. That is,

it is assumed that whiL 'asked this sort of a question, students will

answer with the maximum number of hours that they should spend in classes

or labs rather than with the actual number of hours that they do spend.

Note. in the StatistiCal Summary .the categories "No answer" and

"Excessive total hours *reported." . In the former category, students who
16'

left the response space blank were reported as giving no answer;- apparently

these students misread the question. In'the latter category, "Excessive

total hours reported," students were assumed to have overestimated the

nuMher of hourstspent in classes or labs if they reported that they worked

a. large number-of hours per week and spent a large nuMber.of extra hours

per week on campus.4 That is, there were three questions concerning the

number of hours a student spend in various activities (work, hours in

class or labs, extra hours on Campus), and if a student reported, for
- ,

example, that he or she worked 40 hours a week, spent 35 hOurs a week ,in

class or labs, and spent 20 houri a week on campus aside from classes

.

and labs, it was assumed that this ptudent had overestimated the latter

,54
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two: The number of hours per week worked was assumed:to be correct by

virtue of the fact that people in general know exactly how mauy hours per

week they work.
I.

41_

yC

Figures 12-14 show the reporte4 number of hours per week spent in

-.-classes or labs expressed,as percentages. The shapes of the fr94ency
.

polygons again point up the differences between_students in day classes '

and in extended day. classes. Note, that ,he curve for the day clasks is

modal at 12-15 hours per week, but that the categories 9-12 hours per

week and 15-18 hour's per week have almost as many responses. In contrast,

the polygon for the extended day classes is'modal at9-i2 hours per week,

and note both the steep rise to that mode and the sharp drop -off from it.

Whet this means is that day students are more or, less evenly distributed

from 9-18 hours per week, while t extended day students tend to be

concentrated between 9-12 hours pe k. Another measure of the difference

\\
between day and extended day students can be seen in the arithmetic means

for the fwo.groupoig

Day classes:
, M=15.028_

Extended day classes: M=11.42

(Again these means must be interpreted with caution becausikof slight
er

skewsdnesa of the curves, although in this cane, the-standard deviations

indicate less dispersion m the means than was the case with the number

of hours per week-wor 9) These differenr between day and extended

day students are em sized throughout this report because of the possibility

that the two categories may not be comparable with respect to House Plan

phenomena.

.

-9Mean standard-deviation for hours in classes and labs are as,: follows:
Day diasses.:' .

.

Extended day classes:-
, .All classes:

4
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7. Reported Nuknber-ipi Extra ,Hours on Campus per Week

314.

Students were asked to indicate how'many hours per week they spent

on campus aside from class or lab hours through the question, "I spent 4

about hours a week at school aside from the time I spend in

classes or labs,." The Statistical Summary on'page 6 shows number of extra

hours per week spent on campus'as elicited by this question. This ques-
:

tion was coded in conjunction with the just-prior question "I spent about'

hours a week at achoch in classes or labs." If a student failed

to answer the question about class hours, his or her response to extra

hours on campus was coded'as "No class hours reported," regardless of what

appeared in the response space for extra hours on cambus. For example:A

I spend about hours a week at school in classes or labs.

I spend about . hours a week at school aside from the time I

spend in classes or labs.

If a student left the first question blank, then, whatever his or her

-f

response was to the second question, this second question was coded as

"No. clasehours reported," by virtue of the fact that the student had

appdrently misread the question. These sorts of responses, in which no

class hours were reported but extra hours on campus may-have been reported,

are all included in the category "No class hours reported" in the

Statistical Summary. Note also in the Statistical Summary the category

"Excessive total.houra reported." A response was placed in this category

if a student reported asiarge number of hours. per week worked and a large

r of hours per' eek spent in classes and labs and a large number of

extra hours per week spent on campus. It was assumed that the student

had overestimated the number of extra hours spent on campus. Note further

the category "Misread question" in the Statistical Summary. A response

I Go
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was placed in this category if a student reported a larger number of

extra hours spent on campus than the number of hours spent in classes or

labs. 10
It was assumed that,he or she had read the questiOn "I spend

about , .,, hours a week at sfli ool aside from the time I spend in classes

or labs" to mean "I spend about , total hours a week at school."....____

That is, in some cases, students had apparently added together class hours

and extra hburs and placed this total in the response space. Because this

is merely an assumption, however; these answers were nonetheless coded

separately.

Figures 15-20 show the data for this question in graph form. Figures

15-17 show the percentages in bar graphs, while figures 18-20 show the data

as frequency polygons. Of interest is the fact that all curves have nega-

tive slope; i.e., f(x)=percentage of students reporting has its largest .

value at the category 0-1.9 and always decreases thereafter, with the

largest drop-off occuring between the categories 0-1.9 and 2-3.9 (these

segmental slopes are shown in figures 18-20). What this means is that as

the number of extra hours on campus increases, the percentage of students

drops off sharply at first, and then more gradually. Note further that

the slopes are steeper for the extended day classes than for the day

classes; i.e., the drop-off of percentage of students reporting is quite

,a bit steeper for the extended day classes then for theday classes. What

this means is that as the reported number of extra hours,on.campus per

week increases, the percentage of students declines, and this decline is

more rapid for students in extended day classespthan for students in day

1 °I -t is of course entirely possible for a student to spend more extra,
curricular hougA on campus than he does class hours, but ths assumption
here is that students in their first-or second week of college would
generally not do so4 4

_61
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v.

classes. This difference also shows up in the means:

Day classes M=2.293
Extended day classes M=1.012
All classei M=2.011

(Again, because of the fact that the distributions are extremely

,negatively skewed, these means must be interpreted with extreme care.
11

)

Because of the possibility that too much information might be lost by

the use of large interval sizes,

intervals 0-1.9 and 2-3.9:

Day classes: (4=289)

a

158
2

24

3

54
2

46

further breakdown was done for the

(34.50% of 458)
( 0.44% of 458)
( 5.24% of 458)
( 0.66% of 458)
(11.79% of 458)
( 0.44% of 458)
(10.04% of 458)

0 hoUrs
1/2 hpurs

1. hours
1-1/2 hours
2 hours
2-1/2 hours
3 hours

-07, 63.11% of 458

Extended day classes (4=109)

0 hours 75 (58.59% of 128)
1/2 hours ,1 ( 0.78% of 128)

1 hours ,9 ( 7.03% of 128)
1-1/2 hosts 1 ( 0.78% of 128)
2 hours 16 (12.50% of 128)
2 -1/2 hours 0 ( 0.00% of 128)
3 hour6 7 5.47% cif 128)

109 85.15% of 128

All classes (4=398)

233
3'

33

(39.76%.of 586)
( 0.51% of 586)
( 5.63% of 586),

0 hours
1/2 hours

1 hours
1-1/2 hours 4 (13.68% of 586)
2 hours 70 (11.95% of 586)
2-1/2 hours 2 ( 0.34% of 586)
3 tours 53 ( 9.04% of 586)

3T6 67.91% of 586

4
A

11Standard deviations for reported number of extra hours on campus are
as follows:

.
.

Day classes s=
.-

4 Extended day classes s=-
e

All classes s=

7:3;
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These figures as percentages are presented in graph'form in figires_

21-23. The information gained by this further breakdown is that i/ all

three cases (day classes, extended day classes, and all classes), the

largest category is 0 hours, followed by 2 hours.12 Note also that

whereas the distributions for, the larger. intervals (Figures 18-20) show

'a constantly decreasing Slope, the graphs of the smaller intervals show

a positive slope between the interval categories of 1 hour and'2 hours.

This is true for day, extended day, and all classes. This'means that if

a student does spend extra time On campus, it is more likely that he or

she will spend 2 hours rather than 1 hour.

We shall now look atthree factors in relation to extra hours on

campus to see which, if any, of the three factors affect the Tmmber of

extra hours spent on campus. These thi:ee factors and (1Yoreported House

membership, (2) reported number of hours per week'worked, and (3) reported

number of hours spent in classes and labs per week. '

(1) Reported House membership. Figures 24-26 are charts of extra

hours spent on-campus, broken'down by, students' reported House membership.

Fi es 27-38 show these percentages in graph.form for the ast classes.13.

gt7No e that in general with very few exceptions, the distributions have a

negative slope; i.e., as the number of extra hours 1 campus increases,

12The low. frequencies ofj/2, 1-1/2, and 2-1/2 hours are apparently due
to a linguistic norm which prescribes that hours reported should be
whole hours.

4

10
11--.ecause of the very. low numbers of students reporting Schweitzer or

Thorpe House membeithip, graphs for these Houses are not shown (although
the data are preset-ilia in £he tables in Figures 24 -26).. This is because

the interpretability of percentages becomes questionable with ygry low
.

numbers.
111

-yr-71,0
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the number of students decreases. Note further that
-
all distributions

are modal in the 0-1.9 hours category; i.e., the single largest category

for all Houses is the 0-1.9 category.

Again for the day classes Bernstein House shows the lowest percentage

. of .students,in the 0-1.9 hours categofy and therefore the highest percent-.

age of students who spent more than 1..9 extras hours on campus per week

t

14ee Figures 27 and 28), while Carnegie House shows the highest percent-
:-

age,of,students reporting that they spend 0-1.9 hourson campus per week

(see Figures 35 and 36). Note further that With respect to the first two

segmental slopes in each distribution (i.e.,,,,thowe slopes which express

the rate of change between the categories 0-1.9 hours-2-3.9 hours and/

between 2.39 'hours - 4.59 hours), that Bernstein House shows the smallest

two initial slopes, taken ?together,'while Carnegie and Edison sho* the ,

largest two initial slopes, taken together., What this means is that the

rate of drol-off is'' gentier" for Bernsteeinlionse and stet for Carnegie

and Edison House. That i's, those students reporting Bernstein House

,membership have the highest percentage of students who steay on cam for

4 any amount of time and also have the lowest rate of drop-off as the number

of extra hours spent on campus inCreases. This difference between'

Bernstein House and the ether HoUses can perhaps be .better intuitively

grasped by a comparison betweeri the frequency polygons for individual

Houses and the frequency polygon for all Houses combined (Figure 18).

.*-.1%4 Note'the "flatness" of theBernstein House distribution in comparison to

=

the general distribution.

14Thorpe and Schweitzer are not included in this and the following
discussion becauseof the loWrnumbers (see footnote 13).

s

-

4
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.Of further interest is that those students'who reported that they

did not know their Ruse, membership do not differ in general from those
.

who were abk to report their House membership., If one examines both, the

percentage graph, (Figure 37) and the frequency polygon (Figure 38) 'for those.

students unable to name their House, one will see that both the percentages

and the shape of the polygon are not very different from some of the

percentages and for some of the Houses. Note in particular the close

resemblance of the "House unknown;' distribution to the Edison and-Carnegie

distributions. '''Note further that in the "House unknown" distribution,

the initial two segmental slopes closely resemble'the initial two segmental

slopes in the Edison distribution. Note finally that the "House unknown"

frequency polygon looks very much like the frequency polygon for all

Houses combined (Figure 18). The general conclusion is that at leastat

this point in time, those.students who/were Unable to name the House to

which they are assigned do not cliffenith respect to the.nliber of extra

hours they spend on campus 'from those students who, taken as,a whole,

were able tona16....their Houses.15 But among those students that were able

to name their Houses, there were some differences as dedcribed above.

t

re

15This conclusion is for Isyclasses only. 'Extended day classes will.
be discusbed-shortly.

113



A

.` .0
4

64.
,

,,

0 -
.., _

Again,,forDNE classes only, arithmetic means of extra number of hours:
,..

3.
on campus for each House are presented belo:16

° Bernstein: 4 M=3.988

.Einstein: M=3.0098
' Muir-Twain Ai M=2.793.

M=2.036
Edison: M=2.021
Thorpe:A.,. M=2.091 (N=13)

e
SChweitaer:

Boust linknown:
'm=2.389

m=2.643
(N=29)

-Note that;Bernstein has the highest mean, with Einstein the second highest.

Note: further that the "House unknothi" category'has a mean which lies

between the highest and lowesigleadt) i.e., in this respectthose itUdents

who were unable to name their House did not differ from those who did.

16Extreme caution shouldloe used in 'interpretiNhese means. -While-

differences in means can be used to discriminat one category from another,
the value of the means themselves should in this case probably not be 0
interpreted as "the average number of hours spent,on campus by the average
student" or "the number of hours most students spend on campus." The
.reader is urged to note that the underlying distributions Are not normal
distribUtions; rather they are sharply negatively skewed. Furthermore,
the dispersions in most cases are rather large, and since one of the
mathematical properties of the mean is that it is greatly affected by just
a few extreme values, in this case where we have these extreme values,
the mean may not be a very good measure of central tendency.

These kinds of distributions present an inteAstlng,dilemma to the
staiisticiani while the mean of course always haiIfie lowest squared
differences, in cases like these, one is, tempted to use the mode instead_
as the best representative measure of Central tendency'(although again
one'runs into the Problem of the wide dispersions in these particulai
stributions.) Note in this case that if the modes were usedas the
st" measures of central tendency, these figures-or all Houses would,

be whereas the means listed above range between 2 and almOst 4.

The mans listed above, like all other means An this Report, were computed
from ray, ungrouped,data.

et
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'Turning now to the d4ta for the extended dszclasses, Figure 24

presents extreOlobrs on campus, broken down by House,for extende?ay

classes,'in a table. Figures 59-48 display these data fn graph form.
.

-Note that graphs for Bernstein, Thorpe, and Schweitzer House are omitted 0-
,

.because of'the extremely 16w number of students in the extended day classes ,

, 1reporting membership insthese,3 Houses. FurtherMore,'note.that the
.

numbers of students reporting membership in the remainder .4 the Houses
-

are quite small; therefore, 'tgese percentages and the'cOrresponding.fre-
.

queney polygons are presented for the readt0.0information only and%should

4 ,
be interpreted with caution. Purthermoie,,because of the low

numbersinvolved, it.probably would not make sense to make Houde-by-Housel'

comparisons as was done with the data for the day classes. A few general

trends may be pointed out, however. Not that just as for the. day classes,

the mode for all Houses, is the category 0-1.9 hours. Note turtifermore

that in general, the slopes in the frequency polygons are negative, as

was also the case for the day classes. With respect to the category

"House unknown," note,that the shape of its frequency polygon (Figure 48)

is-very similar to theshape of the 'frequency polygon for All Houses

taken together (Figure 19), which mayL,indicae that those students in .

extended day classes who Jere unable to name:their Houserrdid -nlot differ

with.respect to the number of hoUrs spent on campusfrOm those who could

truetheir House. This, of -course, was' found to be true of students in

day classes also.

O

1ThemeMber that for the exten'ed day classes. only,
Category may possibly include students who are n

115

r '

"House unknown",
assigned to a House.
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Reported number of extra hours
on campus, extended day classes),
MUIR-TWAIN HOUSE, 'expressed as
percentages of total retorted
House membership for extended
day classes. N=19.
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Figure 43. .

Reported numberpf extra hours
on campus, extended day classes,
CARNEGIE HOUSE, expressed as
percentages of total reported
House membership for extended
day.classes. N=22.
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Figure 45.

Reported number of extra hours
on campus, extended day classes,
Edison HOUSE, expressed as
-percentages of total reported
House membership for extended

- day classes, N=12.
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Again, for extended 12k:classes, the following are the arithmetic

means for extra hours on campus for each-Housi:

.

t.
.Bernstein: 14=8.000 (N=1)
'Einstein:- -' M= .944 ('ff=9)

Muir - Twain: .M= .667 (N=18)
Carnegie: M=1.300 (N=20)
Edison: . M=1.682 (N=11)
Thorpe: M=0.000 (N=2)

,

Schweitzer: M=1.000 (N=5)
House unknown :I . M= .78 (N=45)

Again, because of the small nusibar invo d Hou4e-to-House comparisons

cannot be made; however, note that in genei' the means are lower. than the

House means for the day classes.

._.. Turning now to the data for all classes, i.e., day and extended day
6

combined, Figure 26 presents extra hours On campus, broken down by House

in table form (see page 50) Figures 49-64 display these data in graph

form.la The percentages and frequency polygons of course generally

resemble the day-classes, since day eases made up the larger part of the

populationr. The exception At the "House unknown" category (Figures 63-64).

Note that in contrast to the frequency polygon for the day classes,, the

frequency polygon far all classes has an extremely steep initial segmental

slope. This of course is due to the contribution by the extended day.

classes to these total figures. Looking at all classes combined, then, .

those students Who dim not name a House had a higher percentage of students

4

who spent C-1.9 hours on campus and therefore a lover percentage of

students who spent more than 1.9 hours on' campus than did the students whb

).80/he percentages and frequency palm= for Thorpe. and Schweitzer are pre-
sentad tor the reade'r's information, but because of .the extremely low
nuihers the percentages shouldn't be compared to percentages for other
Pbuses. yor,this'reason, Thorpe and Schweitzer are'geneAlly omitted
from the discUssion unless otherwise stated.

4
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were able td name their House. Taking all-classes, combined then, both

day and extended day, one can conclude that the students' being able to

name their Houses is related to the number of extra hours per week they

spend'on campus. (Remember, however, that this was not found for the day

classes alone.) This difference between those students reporting "House

,Unknown" and students who did name a. House is further pointed up by a

comparison of t1e frequency polygon for "House Unknown" (Figure 64) and

the frequency polygon. all Houses combined (Figure 20 on page 41); note

hOw much steeper the slopes of the "douse Unknown" frequency polygon are.

For those students who did name a HouSe, note again'(as for the

day classes) that those students who reported)BernsieinHouse membership

had the highest percentage of students who spend more than 1.9 hours per week

on campus, while Carnegie had the 1 3.9

tt,

For all classes, the following are the arithmetic means for extra

hours on campus for each House:

Bernstein: ' M=41,081
Einstein: - M=2.700
Muir - Twain: M=2.357
Carnegie: M=1.909
Edison: M=1.976-
Thorpe: M=1.769 (N=13)
Schweitzer: M=2.172 (N=32)
House unknown: M=1.678

19Thorpe and Schweitzer are not included in thig discussion because of
the law number of students reporting methetship for these Hougeg. That

is, even'thotIgh Thorpe House hitd,Oaigher percentage of studebid
spending 0-1.9 hours on campus thih-did Carnegie, the Thorpe percentage
may or may not)e,valid because of the low numbers and it is therefore
omitted from this discussion.

169
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(2) Reported number of hours per week worked. The second factor we

examine for its possible effect on the number of extra hours spent

on campus is how many hours per week the student works. That is, is a-

student.more likely to spend extra time on campus tye fewer hours per week

he has to work?

Figures 65-67 present in table form the number of extra hours on
1

campus broken down by number of hours per week worked. (Note that some

percentages are for combined categories). Figures 68-70 present these

data in scattergram form, w the two variables (extra hours on campus

and hours per week worked) plott against each other. Note that in general,

for day classes, exten

1
ed day classes, and both taken together, that the

points tend to be clustered between zero and. 1 oh the y-axis (i.e., the

extra-hours-on-campus axis), but tend to be more dispersed along the

x-axis (i.e., the hours-worked axis) with clusters occurring at the

categories 0-5, 15-20, 21-25,.and 36-4o. Note further that in general for

day classes, extended day classes, and both taken together, that there is

lno linear relationship between the two variables; i.e., one cannot say

for this populatit4 hhat there is a direct relationship between-the number

of hrvrs a student mrks and the number of hours he spend on campus. We

may, hovev e be able to find partial relaeionships by hooking at extra

hours on'caMpu separately for each category of hours pet week worked.

That is, we shall be looking at each column in Figures 65-67 plotted as

a separate graph. Figures 71-86 display extra halts on campus for each'

category of hours worked.20-

20Graphed data are not presented for some categories of extended day
classes because of very small numbers.-
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For the classes (Figures 71-77), note first of,all'that all

frequency polygons have in general negative slope, i.e., for all categories

e num er o extra hours on campus goes up,

the number of students goes down. Mote further that the frequency polygon

for 6-15 hours per week. worked has the gentlesrslopes, with the categories

16-20 hours per week worked'and 0-5 hours per week worked having the next

gentlest. Note that the steepest initial segmental slope occurs not ata

the largest number of hours per week worked, as might'intultivtly be

expected, but rather at the category 21-25 hours per week worked, with the

ne steepest at 36-40 hours per week worked. Taken altogetheA, this

means that there does not seem to be a clear relationship betw+nthe

munber of.extra hours a student spends on *bus per week and the number

of hours per week he or she must work. This is further borne out by looking

at the arithmetic means/for each of"these work catlgories:21

0 -5 hours
6-10 hours
11-15 hours
16-20 hours
21-25 hours
26-30 hours
31-35 hours
36-40 hours
41-45 hours
46 -50.hours

51-55 hours

per week'worked:
per week worked: .

per week worked:
per week worked:
per week worked4)
per week worked:
per week workekl:

per week worked:
per week worked:
per Week worked:
per week worked:

M=2.746
M=3.333
M=3.833
M =2.271

M =1.838

M =2.714

M =1:882

M =1.988

M =2.333 (N=3)
M =2.667

56+ hoUrs per,week worked: M=1.000 (N=3)
Housewife M=3.200
Hours worked vary M=1.500

Note again.that4cept for the 56+ category (which has an extremely shall

N), the categb -25'hours per week worked has the smallest mean number

.of extra hours on campus, while the 6-10 hours per week

11-15 hours per week worked categories have the largest

extra hours on campus.

worked and the

mean number, of

esearithmetic Means were oomputed from raw, not grouped, data. Again,
ail the previous cautions diicussed about'means apply here.
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/rT th subsequent segmental slopes for the 0-5 hours worked per week category

c
are much steeper tApn.for the 36-40 hours worked per week category. This is

118..

Turntng,now
,

to the extended daclasses, numbers for the work categories

were -so small-(even when. several categories were combined) that only the

categories.0 - 5 hours wdrked per week and 36 - 110 hours worked per week are4

plotted in'frequency polygons (Figures 78-79). Note that there is very little

diffeirce 15etween the initial segmental slopes for both categories; however,
/,

'A

e ted ii!)thearitlimeLc means: (Means for all work categories for

sses are given for,the reader's information, but note the Jextended day c

-.smalinunibe () in

'',05:1.houra_per

.6-10 hours per
11-15 hours pet
16-20 hours per
21-25'houra ger

C.26 -30 hours per
`31135 hours \.per

36-40 hours per
41;45 hours pef

-46-50'hours per
51-55 hours per
56 hours per

most
\ ,

cases): 1

Week worked: M=0.569 (N=29)
week worked: M=1.000 (N=4)
week worked M=1.000 (N=1)
week worked:
week worked:
week rOrked:'
week worked:'
weekArorked:
week worked:
week%0.0ked:
week .worked:

week worked:
Housewife _

' Emus worked vary
,..

t

m=3:50p (N=2)

,M-0.667 JN=3)
M=1.364 (N=11)
M=3.000 (N=1)
m=1.44 (N=56)
M=2.500 (N=3)
M=0.200 (N=5)

M=1.000 (N=5)

Again, as for the' day classes, it appears for the extended ray claases that ,'
.

ther e-is no simple relationsh6 between the number of hbuis a student works

0.---
I , -

.
-

Lanethe number of extra hours he spends on campus.
c f

Turning now to the data for all classes, day and extended day combined,

the freq ncy polygons (broken down by work categories), are.given in Figures
. .

661-86. Tate, that in general, these polygons for_allelasses-closely resemble
/

tie polygon's for the day classes with respect to both shape aid slopes, with
.,

the gentlest slope occuring at the category-6-15 hours worked per week;

Which has a steeper slope for all classes than for the day classes. This
_

foccurs because of the large contribution made by the extended day classes to

210



119-

the total figures in the 36-40 hours worked per week category. Note that

the next steepest slope'for all classes occurs in the 21-25 hours worked per

week category. This is also in line with the data for the day classes alone,:

in which the 21-25 hours worked categdry had the steepest slope. Again,

there does not seem to be a simple relationship between'the number of hours a

student works and the number of extra hours he or she spends on campus.

This again is reflected in the arithmetic means for ali clagpes:

0-5 hours per week worked:
6 -10 hours per week worked:

M=2.442
M=2.615

11-15 hours per week worked: M=3.684
16-20 hours per week worked: M=2.311
21-25 hours per week worked: 1)=14.750

26-30 hours per week worked: M=2.333
31-35 hours per week worked: M=1.944
36-40 hours per week worked: M=1.442
411-45 hours per week worked: H=2.417 (N=6)
46,50 hours per week worked: H=1 786
51-55 hours per week worked:
56+ hours per week worked: M=1.000 (N=8)
Housewife M=3.200 (N=5)
Hours worked vary M=1.500 (N=4)."

a

.'

r

(3) _Reported number of hours per week in classes or labs. The third

factor wee shad examine for its possible effect on the number of extra hours

spent on campus is how many hours a student spends in classes or labs. That',

. is, if a student is on campus more hours simply because he or she is taking

more clases, is he dr she then likely to stay around for extra -class

activities?
I

Figures 8749 present extra hours on campus broken down by hours in

class or labs in tableform.22 Figures 90-92 present these data inscatter-
,

grams. Looking at the scattergram for the day classes only, note that there

. is no linear relationship between the two variables; one cannot say that as

'the number of hours a.student spends in classei.increases (or-decreases) that
A

the number of extra hours he or she will spend- on campus, increases.c1The same

22Note that in these tablest some of the categories are combined in order
to form sufficiently large numbers to take percentages.

/ !
-3- 44
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Reported number of extra hours on- campus
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Figure 91.
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Reported number of extra hours on campus
plotted against hours in classes and labs,
extended clay classes, scattergram..
N=128
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is true for-the extended day classes (Figure 91) and for all classes

(Figure 92),- Even though there are no simA.141inear relationships, an

examination of the frequency polygons for each category of the number of

hours in classes or labs may show partial relationship Figures 93-99

show these polygons for extra hours on campus broken down by hours

inclasses or- labs.- Note for the day classes that in-general, segmental

slop7 are steeper for the lower categories of hours in clays° than for the

higher categories. That is, the rate of drop..;off is steeper the fewer the

hours spent on. campus, and is gentler for the categories 13-15 hours in

class, a6 -18 hours in class, and 19-21 hours in class. The drop-off then

becomes steeper in the 22+ hours-on-campus category. What this means is

that although there is no linear relationship (and that therefore, analyses

such as regression or correlation analyses are not indicated-here)°, there

is a general upward trend in number of extra hours on campus as the number

of,hours in classes or labs increases. This is reflected in the means for

the day classes:

1-3 hours
4-6 hours
7-9 hours

10-12 hours
13-15 hours
16-18 hours
19-21 hours
22+ hours

e
These means are

G

in-,classes or leis' per week:

in classes or labs per week:
in classes or labs per week:,
in classes or labs Pei week:
in classes or labs per week:
in classes or labs per week:
in, classes or labs per week:
in classes or labs per week:

M=0.000 (N =5)

W1.1466
W?.3,33
M=1 . 883

12.665
W2.9314
W2.906

. 93f3

graphed in Figure 100, and note that there is a rather

good fit of thefrequency,polygon to the least-squares line (r=.89),23'

which indiCates that in general, there is a relationship between the

23
It is..extremely, important to remember that this correlation coefficient

aSiFnot reflect fie -relationship between the two ables, 'robber of extra
hours on campus and number of hours in classesand=s, but rather reflects
the relationship of -a variable, call it Yi whose values .are the means of
the number of extra hours on campus. That is, the cdrrelation coefficignt
above shows the relationship between the expected value (i.e., mean) of the
number of extra hours on campUs and the hours spent in classes and labs, bu
remember that each expected value (i.e., Mean) -is itself based on'a distr
bution, which, in these cases, has -rather wide dispeision.
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Figure 93.

Reported number-of extra hours on campus,
day classes, for 1-6 hours in classes or

'labs, expressed as percentages of total
number of stpdents reporting 1-6,hours
in classes or labs.
N=34.

0

'11

2 4 s 6 8 10 12 . 14 16

'REPORTED NUMBER OF EXTRA HOURS ON CAMPUS PER WEEK

qncludes the categories "Nd class hours reported," "Excessive total holirs reported,"and
Misread question."

'Other*

229



lo

PERCENTAGEd

70
OF

STUDENTS 60

REPORTING

50

23;)3 r)

.4.

as '

2

C

4

1.

;

.128.
-Figure.94.

Reported number of extra hours, on
campus, day classeg, for;,2=2/hours
in.classes or labstejpiessed as percentages
of total number of students reporting
7-9 hours in classes or labs.
N=30

10 12 14 16

REPORTEDINUMMER OF EXTRA HOURS ON CAMPUS PER WEEK

or

0

I

Other*

*Includes the categories "No class hours reported," ."Excessive total hours reports d," and "Misread question."
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Figure 95.
4

Reported number of extra hours on campus,
day classes,.for lb-12 hours in classes or
labs, expressed as peiplentages of total
number of students reporting 10-12 hours in
classes or labs.
N=70 .

A.

10 12 14 16

REPORTED NbM;18Ei OF EXTRA HOURS ON.CAMPUS PER WEEK

4 *Includes the categories "No class hours reported," "Excessive total hours reported," and "Misread question."
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Figure 96.

Reported number of extra hours on campus,
day classes, for 13-15 hours in classes 41'

ar labs, expressed as percentages of total
.

number of students reporting 13-15 hours
in classes or labs.

."

2.22

r-1
Other*

..4

REPORTED NUMBER OF EXTRA HOURS ON .CAVPUS PER WEEK

*Includes the categories-"No class hours reported,"'"Excessiv total hours reported," and "Misread question.!23
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Figure 97.

Reputed number of extra hours on campus,
day classes, for 16-18 hours in clas'ses or
labs.; expressed as percentages of total
number, of students reporting 16-it-hours in
classes or labs.
N=89

9

6.74

Fl- t .

2. u 6 8 10 ,,12 ale 16

REPORTR'NUSE VF ETA HOURS ON CAMPUS PER WEEK

*Includes the categories "No class hoUrs reported," "Excessive total hours reported," and 'Misread que tion."
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Figure' 98.,

Reported number of extra hours on campusl
day classes, for 19-21 hours in classes or
labs, expressed- as percentages of total
number ot students reporting 19-21 hours
in classes'-or-labs.
N=74 . .

e 4 4.

13.51

tt
e

2 14 6 -10 12 14 16
.

REPOFED NUMBER OP EXTRA HOURS ON CAMPUS PEA WEEK
*Include the' categories 'No

e
class hors reported,". "Excessive total hours reported," and,IMistead question."
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Figure 99.

Reported number of extra hours on Campus,
dav classes', for 22+ hours in classes or labs,
expressed as percentages of total number of
students reporting 22+ hours in claws
or labs.

N=37

13. 52
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10 12 14 16

REPORTED NUMBER OF EXTRA HOURS- ON CAMPUS. PERWEEK

Other*

*Includes. the Clitegories "No class hours reported," "Excessive total arurs reported," and "Misread question."
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Figure 100.

Means of reported number of extra hours
on campus plotted against reported number
of hours in classes or labs, day classes.
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x.1:,5.

expected value of the number of extra hours,on campus and the number of hours

4
in classes or labs.

Turning now to the extended day classes, Figures 101-103 show the fre-

quency polygons for extra hours on campus broken down by hours in classes and
.

. .

labs.
24

Note the uniformly steep segmental slopes across the_categorieb,

. indicating far the extended day classed no relationship between number of

extra hours on campus and the number of hours in classes and labs. This y

,borneout'by looking at the means:

1-3 hours in classes or labs per week: M=1.25 (N=4)
4-6 hours in classes or/labs per week: M=0.80 (N=10)
7-9 hours in classes or labs per week: ' M=0.71 (N=26)

.10-12 hours in classes or labs per week: M.2-1.06 (N=42)
13:-1$ hours in classes or labs per week: M=1.04 (N=24)
16-18 hours in classes or labs per week: M=0.57 (N=7)
19-21 hours in classes or labs per week: M=2.50 (N=4)
22+ hours in classes or, labs per week: M=3.00 (N=1)

. These means are graphed in Figure 104,.whic1iUrther depicts the lack of

relationship between the ivo variables.

Turning now to all classes, both day and-extended day, Figures 105-111

show,the frequency polygons for extra hours on campus'broken down by number

. of hours iti.classes or labs. Note that in general, as the number of hours

increases, theinitial segmental slopes, become-gentler, which indicates

that there may be_some sort, of relationship even though a linear, relationship

between the two variables was not found (see the scattergram of the two

variables plotted against each other in Figure 92 on page 126). The means

of numbel. of extra hours on campus for all classes are as follows:

1-3 hours in classes or labs per week: ,Mic.556 (N=9)
9

04-6 hours in classes or labs per week: M=1.295
7-9 hours in classes or labs per week: M=1.473

10-12 hours in classes or labs per week: 1=1.566.
13-15.hours in classes or labs per week: M=2.317

24Notsi that some categories are grouped to order to obtain numbers large
enough to take meaningful tercentages. Percentages for the 19-21 hours in
.class category and the,22+ hours in class category are not graphed because of
ex#emely low numbers.

//.
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Figure 101.

Reported humber of extra hours on campus,
extended day classes, forl...±2. hours in lasses
and labs, expressed as percentages of total ?

number of students reporting 1-9 hours in
classes .and labs.
N=41

. _

2

1

*Includes

4 10 12 14 16 Other*

REPORTE&NUMBER OF EXTRA HOURS ON CAMPUS PER WEEK
the categories "No class hours reported," "Excessiyetotal hours reported," and "Misread qtestion:"'
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Figure 102.

Reported number of extra hours on campus,
,extende&day'classes, for 10-12 hours in
classes and labs, expressed of
total number of students rgpcirting 10 -12c
hours in Classes and labs.

. N=43.
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30
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. .

*Includes

'1
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--'

6 14 16 .

REPORTED NUMBER OF EXTRA HOURS ON CAMPUS PER WEEK

2.33

Other*
,

yr

the categories "No class hours reported," "Excessive total hours reported," and "Misread que,tion."
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Figure 103.

Reported number of extra,hours on campus,
extended .day classes, for 0.3-18 hours in
classes and labs, expresseTZ-Percentages
of total number of students reporting
13-18 hours'in classes and labs.
N =35

Y".

o

1143

8 7:10 12 1 . 16 - Other*
.,,
...

''''' REPORTED NUMBER OF EXTRA }OURS ON CAMPUS
. .

reported," "Excessive total hours*Includes the categoried.,"No cldss hours reported,", and "Misread questions
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Figure 104.

Means --of reported number of extra hours
on campus plotted against number of hours

.in classes or labs, extended day classes.
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Figure 105.

Reported number of extra hours on campus,
all classes, for 1-6 hours in 'classes and
labs, expressed as, percentages of total
'umber of students reporting 1-6 hours in
classes and labs:
N748

)=,
,

*Included the'caiegories

25:3

10 12 14 .16

REPORTED NUMBER OF EXTRA HOURS ON CAMPUS PER WEEK

Other*

Class hogs reported," "Excessive totallhours reported," and "Misread question."
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Figure 106.

Reported number of extra hours oncampus,
all classes, for hours in classes and
labs, expressed as percentages of total'
number of students reporting 7-9 hours in
Classes and labs.

N=57

16-

1.75

10 12 14' 16 Other' 4
_

_ .
REPORTED NUMER 4 EXTRA ROUTS ON CAMPUS PER WEEK ., __

'Included the categories "No class houis re!orted," "Excesive total hours reported," and "Misread question."
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Figure 107.

'Reported number of extra hours on campus,
all classes, for 10-12 hours in classes it

and labs, expressd as percedtaget of total
number of students- reporting 10-12 hours
in classes and labs.
N=133 --

57
. )
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2 4 6 '8 . 10 : air 14' 16 ..1

,

. .
Otherit J.
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REPORTED NPMBER OF EXTRA HOURS oq CAMPUS PER WEEK

4,1tncludes the oettitories"*Oclass hours reported,". "Excessive total hours reported," and "Misread question."
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Figure 108.

Reported number of extra hours on campus,
all classes, for 1315 hours in classes and
labs, expressed as percentages of total
number students reporting 13-15 hours
in classes and labs.

4:27

n.
Other*.

. ,

-
REPORTED NUMBER OF EXTRA HOURS ON CAMPUS PER WEEK

*Includes, the categories "No class hours.reported," "Excessive total hours reported,"
^

and "Misread question."
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Figure 110.

Reported numb of extra hours on campus,
all classes, for 19-21 hours in classes and
labs, expressed as percintages of total
number of students reporting 19 -21 hours
in classes and labs.
N=79
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*Includes the categories, "No class hours reported," "Excessive total hours reported,"'and "Misread question."
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...Figure 111.

Reported number of extra hours on campus,
all classes, for 22+ hours in classes-and labs,
'expressed as percentages of total number of
students reporting 22+ hours in classes and
labs. .
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Means of extra number of hours on campus plotted-,
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.16-16 hours in amasses Or labs, per week: X2.750
19 -21,hours in clew es or labs per week M=2.882
42+ hours in clas s or labs per week: M=2.939

These values are maphed

11:8.

Figure 112, alpng with the least-squares ftne.'

The'correlationcoefficient r=.89, vhich4 as for the dIK classee,,means that
f'

..fory.1 classes, the, is 'a.relationship between the expected value of.thei--
. , .

number of extra hours bn campus and the dumber of hours spent is classes and

labs.25

ti

'4425
Again, it, is important to remember. that this.relatiOnship.is not between:

the two variables number of extra hours on campus and number of hours in
clas'ses and labs, but rather between the expected values (,*e.,'means) of
extra hours on caMpus and nutter of hours in classes and labs. Also zetember
that each4axpeetedvalue (i.e., mean) is itself based on a distribution;
vbiqhlin these cases usually has rather wide dispersion.
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8.
\

ovade*s' 'Relorts of Where They Ate Lunch
Over a,onerwe4 period.

.

Stlints ',mi.? asked Where they had eaten lunch during the past wee*

through the question "Last creek I

I. All .ULes*ti eating, facilities

"off-Campus" 'and "didn't.'eat lunch."

ate lunch at-: (Check one each day) ".

were listed, followed by the categories
9.

The Statistical Summary on page 7(

shows the results. Of,intereA is the fact that among both categories

of new students, those in day tiasses and those in extended day classes,

the great'najority ei er
'

responded tat they' ate off-campus

t- v

didn't eat lUbch:

Classes ; (N =40)

campus t- 119 . 125A8% of 458)
Ciff or didn't .

ea lunch' 339 (74.02% of 456)8 100.1.00%

Extended ElzClaases

),IP On camPus

.Off-campus or'didn't
- eat lunch 117

127

All Classes (N86)

( 8..59% of 128)

4( 1'.41% of 1280
100.

or that they

Om:Campus 130 (22.18% of 586) .

0q-campus or didn't
eat lunch 456 (77.82% of 580 P.

,
,

Figures display these data in graph fordi,biokel down by location ,

(own House ada other Aollse).

0

There id n.some indicatiothatisome'students misread the question

marked tte7"Didn't eat' lunch" category when they in fast' should haWe
\ _

.

0.

1,

ti



,

extended Yd Classes, soMe.students reported .that they were not on c

.1.5c.

msiik.ked.the "Offrcempas" category; however, if one' looks at. this question

as one of-the indicators of:students involvement in. House and campus life,
-

then from that point oP view, the distinction between the "Didn't eat lunch"

category and the "Off-campue.caagory is not important, and can and
-s. I

probably should be considered as sine Category. AlthOngh an examination Of ..47--

V' : 4 .

.

reasons icr not eating ,on caM0u;$ was" outside the. scope of this surviy,
,

.

,
. '''' ,

some students volunteered ceasoru3 for Ithy they chose dot to have lunch on .

-
I °

,
,

campus. The two reasons reported most'often by the day classes were- .
. .

4
.(1) that V.:1Le student's classes-were over bynoon and that he or she therrs

. .
.

.

, ..- '. ,
.,

.fore went home or.io 4o;kmagna had.lunch there) and (2) that the student
. ,..-

could not rd the prices of -the House snack bars With respect to

S

.., .

it

,

allnduring the `day. This it of course in line with the feat that
,.,-,.

,
;

57.47% of the ttudents id the extended day clitsed sorb at least40 houirs

a week, and'are4therefore not an Apus during the day.

.
i

.

4 /

a- -4

11. 4 Figures were aliaobtaihed for where students ate lunch categorized

byreported,House membership, for only those students who reported their

House membership. 9.gores iv -vi show tiara in tables, and figures viiix

in graph fOrM. Note tfist these iigured and percentages include only
9

thode Students Rio reported House medbepehip. Those students who reported

41,

.
:

Schweitzer House medbershipootre counted as having eaten lunch iaxpeir
. ,

. 45 . ik. .

N

64n,tiouse'if they reported .eating lunch at Einstein Eodse. Thorpe
, 6. . .

411.-....
.

.
.

_.-----C1'
N4

stUdehts ate omitted from this tabulation bec e of the fact that Thorpe >- -

:House hats 'as'yei no building. 4'Nolle that for the yilcia'ssesghown in

. figuresiv and vii; pl4r-Twain hadthe'isrge age of Students,

(23.08%) repprting that they' ate lunc
'

their. own House at least'once,-

C

Mr-
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' Figure 113.
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Sliudents' repoPts of where
,they ate lunch over a one -week
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_figure 114.

Students' reports of where
they sate lunch over a one-week
period, extended day classes,
all Houses combd.ned, expressed
as percentages of N =128.'

.3.
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Students' reports4of where they
ate lunch over a one-week period,

- all classes, all Houses combined,.
expressed as Pcrteniages of
N=586.
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LUNCH BY HOUSE ALL DAYA
)

EINSTEIN 5 BERIISTEIN MUIR- CARNEGIE EDISON SCHWEITZER/
TWAIN

Own - 5 5 5 5 3 . 1
Once ( 8.62) (11.11) ( 6.41) ( 4.67) ( 3.75) ( 3.44)

. .
/.

Own - Twice 5 13 . 11 9 2 .---
or more (12.07) (11.11) (16.66) (10.28) (11.25) ( 6.90)

. ,

.

.

-

.

. .

Other - , 4
.3 b a ,1 , '2'- -A

Once ( 6.90) ( 6.67) 0 ) ( 1.87) ( 1.25)' "(' 6.96)

._ _ _______ 1_, _ .... _
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Off Campus 26 13 S. 38' r 63 35 13
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$
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Didn't eat 15 . 14 18 23 29 -- 8
lunch (25:86), (31.11) ('23.08) (21.50) (36.25) (27459)

4:,

( 291.58 -%5 78 '' 107 80
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'Figure 116.
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Students' reports of where
they ate lunch over a'one-
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'LUNCH BY HOUSE ALL NIGHT

EINSTEIN BERNSTEIN MUIR-.

TWAIN
CARNEGIE EDISON SCHWEITZER
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Once
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Figure 117.

Students' reports of where
they ate lunch over a one-
week period, extended day
classes , broken down by

repoited House membership
and expressed 'both as raw
data and below as perCentages
of reported House me=berships
for extended day classes.
N=71.
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LUNCH 3Y HOUSE --- ALL CaSSES

EINSTEIN BERNSTEIN MUIR-
TWAIN

!CARNEGIE EDISON /SCHWEITZER

3wn -
Once

5

;
('',7.14)

5

(10.87)

0
( 6.2o)

, 5
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5
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. 12
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.

2

( 5.88)
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Once°

3 .

( 6.53)
0 2
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1

2

( 5.88) \,
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.Figure 118.

Students' reportd,of where
they ate lunchJOver a one-
week' period, all ,c_ asses,

broken down by reported
House membership and
expressed both as raw
data and below as percent-
ages of total reported
House membership.
N.468.
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Solid bars are categories "Off- campus" and Didn't eat lunch."
White bars are category "Other House."
Striped ,bars are category "Own House."
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Figure 119.

Students' reports of where they ate lunch,
day classes, broken do'in by House, expressed
as percentages of total reported House
membership for, day, classes. -

'N=397
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Figure 120.

'Students' reports of where they ate lunch,
extended, day classes, broken %down i3y House,
expressed as percentages of total reported
Hoube membership for extended day classes.
N=71

N=1 N=5
A

. EINSTEIN BERNSTEIN MUIR-TWAIN CARNEGIE,
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EDISON SCHWEITZER

Solid bars are categories "Off-campus" and "Didn't eat lunch." 3
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Figure 121.

Students' reports of wfiere they ate lunch,
all classes, broken dawn by House, expressed
as percentages of total reported House
membership for all classes.
N=468 .
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9. Students' Reports of Extracurribula<AEtivities

Students were asked how many extra,-curriclar activities they had partic-'

ipated in during the past week by the question 'Last week I participated in

number of extra - curricular activities on campus (athletic events, club

meetings, concerts, chow-downs, etc:). The Statistical Summary on Page 7

shows-the results. These figures are presented in graph form:in Figures

122-124. Note the extremely low percentages of students in both day and

extended day classes who had at the time of the survey participated in any

extra-curricular activities. Because of the fact that the survey was taken

in,the ffrst or second week Of :these students' college careers (a time when

most new students are still in the process of finding their classes, buying.

their books, etc.), the importance of these low percentages is questionable,

and' probably no interpretations of the data S1-41d.be-made at this time. The

follow-up survey of these students, which4is in the process of being taken,,..

will yieldLthore meaningful figures,* Indeed, some students volunteered the
_ .2

information that while they had note.yet participated in extra-curricular

acitivites, they planned to do so once they got. settled into the school

routine.,

Pti

* . ,
.

I e

This sort of question,is obviously not ,a good one to aSk brand new students;
however, because the same survey is being done as a follow-up on the new stu-

.and also with a sampleofmole'etudents, pe identioal'queStioneires
sho d be used its allreases to ensure proper control. This is why this

4 question appeated here.
,

1
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Reported number pf extra-curricular
activities; day classes, expressed as °'

percentages of total number of students
.

in the day classes.
N=458.

''')1;'4
44%

$

. 3 .

REPORTED NUMBER OF ACTIVITIES ENGAGED IN IN A WEEK,

C

2t_4,



100

90

PERCENTAdE:.

OF

STUDENTS 6o

RZPORTING
50

-- 4o

30

20

.10

28.44%

-46

0.78%e
r__---1

Figure 123.

Reported number of extra-curricular
activities, extended day classes,

oexpressed as percentages of total
number of students in.the extended
day classes.
N=128.
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Repcirted number of extra-curricular
activities, all classes, expressed as
percentages,of total number of students
in the extended day. classes.
N=586.'
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APPENDIX,A: THE QUESTIONAIEE

Figure A-i is a copy of the ques 'tionaire edMinistered to the Guilt ce,40

classes,. The follow -up study, for which data is being collected,' of course

uses the identical qtestionaire in the Identical format. When doing control-,

or follow -up studies, or in general any sort of comparative study, it is of,

course advisable to use the identical questionaire in order to rule out the

,

introduction of extraneous variables related to the format of the questionaire
I

itself. Note the following features of this/queitionaire:
r

1. All questions, with the exceptionofthe .unch question, are fill-in
. \ .,-

,rather.than a multiple-choice checklist. .What this means is that the infor-

mation was given on ar(active recall rather than, on a recognition basis. For

example, to answer the question on House Advisor, the student had to be able,

to actively recall" his or her Advisor' name, rather thanqprely being able to

pick it our froma list of all the Advisors. The possible exception is the

question about House membership; here it js possible that the student was able

to recognize,his.or her House? fi;Om the list given in the subsequent lunch

question. With respect to the lunch question, response categoriee'were given

fox the student to choose from, since this slestion was not designed to elicit

student's' knowledge about.his House, but rather was .deeigned to elicit static
.

tieal information.

k-fUrther festUre of fill-in questions is that such question design re--

quires, that the respondent has sortie understanding of the'Tiestion in order ,to

29;
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° be sable to answer. it, and that his or her response will to a certain degAt

display
8

undersiandiqg or ladk Of understanding of the question. It should be

doziversely nbted'that a resilidant need have absolutely no understanding of

the 'question in' order tO answer-a multiple-choice question, and tint there-
,

. r

fore the researcher diies not really know whether the question was answered

with'-an understanding of it. One the other hand, the use of i fill-in

question design will not,decrease the number of misunderstood questions, but

it will enable the researcher to detect those respondents who did not under-,

stand the :question.' (It should be parAnthitically noted that the same is

true for respondents who aren't taking the questionaire seriously and whose

answers are intended to be jokes; this phenomenon is extremely rare, since

most respondents are cooperative and helpful, but it does happen once in a

great while).

2. With respect to the questions requiring a number as a response, these

questions were also designed with fill-in,ratht than multiple-choice re-

sponse categories. Some questionaires use grouped-number response categories,

such as the following:

0-5 :hours per week
- 6-10 hours per week
11-15 ho s p r week

4
It was decided not to use thes sorts.of response categories for the following

reasons: li) It is sometimes very difficult to know the proper(size of

the intervals used in the response categories, unless there is prior infor-

mation, as from a previous atudi. _I was here, however, dealing with a popu-

lation ofaargaly unknown parameters (at least with respect to some of the

questions asked) and itkilis difficult to decide under such tircunstances what

the proper intervals tor grouped questions should be. Once the data has been

collected, then it can be grouped. (b) It is always possible to group raw

298
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data if grouping is necessary and desirable (which it usually is);

the 'converse is not true. If the data are collected as grouped data in the

first'place, the raw numbers can never be recovered:

'3. The,queitionaire NttR s specifically and intentionally des igned. to be

no longer than one page. Brevity is desirable because of reePOndant fatigue

' as the number of questions increases. Brevity, however, need not' mean pau-
.

city of inforniation; note the tremettious amounts of information 'contained in
.

this report which came from thisone short questiphaire. (Indeed, even more

information could 'be extracted by making use of the information which khe

Registrar has 'On these students; all students were.asked to put their:student

numbers on the guestionaires, so it would be possible to find out, for'example,

the number .of extra hours spent off campus broken dowm by sex, or age, or mar-

ital status.) ).4

4. The questionaire was -written in straightforward, .non-techtlical'lan-\ 4

guage. The researcher can never be,sure that all respondents are reading

and interpreting the questions in the. way she intends , and some misreading

is inevitable, but the avoidance technical language and tare lise of

straightforward language cuts down this uncertainty. 4

5. Last, but by no-means least; note the researcher's statement3of

confidentiality at the top of the queStionaire. This was ,also repeated

verbally to the classes upon administration of the questiorraire. This is

not ethically indicated, it is also a sound' inethOdological.propedurell
NJ:

respondents are more likely to answer and answer truthfulli ifthey are

assured that there will be Hilted access to their individual answers. (In

other cases, it is of course desirable and necessary that others besides :just

the researcher have accead to. the individual responses; in these cases, thp

-respondent should be told exactly inlet .kinds of persons will have access to

'their individual responses.)
aB



XPPENDIX FORMULAS

.

The' follOwing formulas were used throughout' this report:

Arithmetic mean, desigthsted by M=
ifi,'

,=N N

l), X Xi ) ...-or -11' r, Jcip(X

--.\--1.=1,, , i=1
N :. Q

4

2. Standard deviatio4. designated by s:,

N

s=

1=1

I

404)

N

.

3. Slope of a line segment, desigiVed by M;

f(X2) f(X 1)

X - X.2 - 1

if

,41

0

0

4

.
4. Least-squares line,' designated by the 'forma* Y=a+bX:

=

'N
b= ,. x T.

J._

i=1

i=1

.

5. Correlation 0oefficient, desigpated by-ft.).
N

r= y (x-3-) (y-7),

11[ (X-1)2] L ):(Y-.2Y)2]

Since we are dealing with a population, this of course shou0 ni'ore properly
be designated by,the Greek letter cf howe9F; ger typing easer "s" was,:xsed
in this report. ..c 30,0

t..f.
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Instructions:, Please, complete each sentence iflpossible. If you don't know or.
are undecided, leave it blank or write in "Uhdecided". But if possible, trkto
answer. Your answers will be kept confidential; I,(Dr. Judy Davidson) will be
the only.one to ever see them. Thenk'you for your help and cooperation.

The name of the House I belong to is

I plan to majoE, in

The name of my counselor is

The name of my house.p.ftisor is

The name of,mYf house president is

I work hours every week ona job outside of school.

I spend about

I spend- about

classes or labs.

hours a week at school in classes or labs.

hours a week at school aside from the time I spend in

Last week Iate lunch at: (Check one for each day)
.

s

Monday: Muir-Twain. Tuesday: Muir-Twain Wednesday: Muir-Twain
----Bernstein Bernstein Bernstein
----Einstein Einstein Einstein

Edison Edison Edison
Carnegie Carnegie , Carnegie
Off-campus Off-campus Off-campus
Didn't eat'lunch-- Didn't eat lunch Didn't et:a

--.4

lunch

Friday':-_,Tpursday: Muir -Twain Muir-Twain
Bernstein Bernstein
Einstein Einstein
Edison Edisbn

. Carnegie Carnegie
°*-- Off-campus Off-campus, .

Didn't eat lunch 1 Didn't eat lunch

Last week I participated in number of extra-currAular activities on
campus (athletic events, club meetings, concerts; chow-downs, etc.)

e

20$

It
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Figure 119.

Students' reports of where they ate lunch,
day classes, broken down by House, expressed
as percentages of total reported House
membership for day, classes.

'N=397

EINSTEIN
.41

Solid bars are categories "Off-camp6" and Didn't eat lunch."
White bars are category "Other
Striped ,bars are category "Own Himse."
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